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the dogma on the eighteenth of July, 1870.229 Amid
the horrors of the Franco-German War and the
almost immediate fall of Rome men perhaps
hardly realised that the event had come to pass.
It had, of course, its tremendous consequences.
The excommunication of Dollinger deprived the
Church of its greatest living historian;230 and if
Hefele submitted it was permissible to doubt
whether he believed.231 Infallibility did not pre-
vent the confiscation of Church property in Italy,232
and in Germany it gave birth to the famous Falck
Laws. Bavaria did not permit the publication of
the Bull which announced the definition on the
ground that priests could no longer be loyal sub-
jects of the Crown.233 France was too occupied
with its internal reconstruction to pay much atten-
tion to the change; and, in any case, nationalistic
sentiment would probably have been sufficient to
prevent any action similar to that of Germany.
It was on political and diplomatic grounds that the
publication of Veuillot's paper, L'TJnivers, was
forbidden.234
In England, for the moment, the definition made
little stir. Statesmen were more interested in the
Franco-German War, and its possible relation to
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